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convince people is to speak with authority.
And if that authority is matched by knowl-
edge then the chances for leadership are
greatly enhanced.

The development of the concept of amphib-
ious warfare was initiated by Marine Corps
Commandants who combined authority with
conviction and knowledge. From its origins
during the tenures of Commandants John
Lejeune, Wendell Neville, and Benjamin
Fuller, through the establishment of the
Fleet Marine Force under General John H.
Russell, all Naval Academy graduates, the
development of the Marine Corps as Ameri-
ca’s expeditionary force was the result of
leadership. It was backed by the experience
of campaigns in the Caribbean, Central
America, the Pacific and China. These lead-
ers spoke with authority in directing new
ideas because they had experienced the old
ideas and borne the scars.

Likewise, when Chief of Naval Operations
Admiral Arleigh Burke (Class of 1923) began
the project to build the first fleet ballistic
missile submarine, he needed to convince
both the civilian leadership and the Navy it-
self that the program required top priority.
The authority of his presentation was for-
tified with his combat experience—and his
reflections about the deterrence implications
of that experience.

A leader strengths others. A good leader
does not seek to impose his or her own atti-
tudes or solutions on others. Rather, the
leader provides the support and guidance
that prompts others to have confidence in
their own abilities and decision-making.

When Fleet Admiral Chester Nimitz (Class
of 1905) arrived to take command of the rem-
nants of the Pacific Fleet at Pearl Harbor,
his first effort was to renew the confidence of
the staff and the commanding officers that
they could go on to victory. Rather than
making heads roll, he made them think.
Rather than emphasizing the mistakes, he
convinced his subordinates that they were
the ones to overcome the past. Those who
served under him recalled that his very
‘‘presence’’ seemed to give confidence wher-
ever he was. He strengthened others to be-
lieve their abilities could achieve the crucial
victory that they sought.

A leader remains optimistic and enthusias-
tic. To lead effectively, see the glass as half-
full, not half-empty. Believe, every morning,
that things are going to be better than be-
fore. Attitudes are infectious. Optimism and
enthusiasm overcome the greatest chal-
lenges.

Captain John Paul Jones captured this
idea with the immortal quote, ‘‘I have not
yet begun to fight.’’ I have a painting of that
famous battle between the Bonhomme Rich-
ard and Serapis hanging in my office and it
inspires me every day. John Paul Jones’s
spirit of optimism and enthusiasm has been
a part of our Navy since the American Revo-
lution.

A leader never compromises absolutes. De-
fense of American freedom and obedience to
the Constitution of the United States are
two absolutes the Naval Service lives by, and
for which our Sailors and Marines may face
death.

Admiral Hyman Rickover (Class of 1922),
the father of the nuclear Navy—by whom I
was interviewed for the Navy’s nuclear pro-
gram—vividly demonstrated this commit-
ment to absolutes. He wanted to ensure
there was no compromise in the safety of our
submarines. And he did this by setting an ex-
ample. Most Americans don’t know that Ad-
miral Rickover went on the first trial dive of
every nuclear submarine the Navy built. He
knew that it wasn’t enough to simply certify
on paper that a new submarine was safe. If
Sailors were going to trust their lives to an
untested submarine, he would go with them.

If something seemed like it was going wrong
during the dive, he would calmly go to the
compartment where the problem appeared
and sit to watch the crew handle it. How
could you be afraid when this small, wrin-
kled old man was not? How could you treat
safety as anything but an absolute.

This leads to the final quality on this list
of traits: example. The best leaders need
fewer words than most, because they lead
with their lives. In the sports world, example
is not just ability, but both the willingness
to lead and the humility to support a team
effort that is stronger than one skilled indi-
vidual. Roger Staubach class of ’65 and David
Robinson class of ‘87 are competitors who set
the example as both leaders and teammates.

Among today’s Naval leaders, Rear Admi-
ral Anthony Watson, class of 1970, has set an
example that many young Americans have
decided to follow. Raised in a public housing
project in Chicago, he was a recognized lead-
er in every position from midshipman to
Commanding Officer to Deputy Commandant
here, and became the first African-American
submariner to make flag rank. He takes over
soon as Commander of the Navy Recruiting
Command, a position that demands a very
public example.

And finally, I want to mention an academy
graduate who exemplifies the fact that
women in the Navy and Marine Corps no
longer face any limits to their dreams. Since
the age of ten, LCDR Wendy Lawrence, class
of 1981, dreamed of becoming an astronaut.
Three years ago she fulfilled that childhood
dream. She became the first female naval
aviator chosen by NASA for the astronaut
program and was a mission specialist on the
shuttle Endeavour’s last mission. LCDR
Lawrence demonstrates that what matters
to the Naval service, above all else, is your
performance as an officer. Man or woman,
you will rise as high as your abilities will
take you.

These eight traits of leadership provide a
path, a course that has been marked for al-
most two thousand years.

There is a long line of Naval heroes before
you . . . men and women tried by history.
Your turn has come. That’s what you were
trained for. That is why the Naval Academy
has existed for 150 years. Not just to
educate . . . not just to train you in the arts
of war . . . not just to provide competent of-
ficers. But to instill you with a commitment
and tradition of service and leadership that
will remain with you forever.

In character and in deed, you will always
be the ones to set the example. This institu-
tional is unique because its mission is to en-
sure that in your hearts you are
unique . . . that foremost and everywhere
the defense of American liberty will remain
your task . . . whether in the Naval Service
or elsewhere. Those people behind you are
counting on you. When you shake hands with
me as you receive your diploma, let’s regard
it as a pact—a bond between two graduates
of this extraordinary institution—to be as
worthy as we can possibly be of those who
have gone before us . . . of those who march
with us today . . . and of those who will fol-
low us. In a few moments, your diploma and
our handshake will seal that bond. And then
the real challenge will begin.

God bless you. God bless the United States
Navy and United States Marine Corps. And
God bless America.
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SPECIAL ORDERS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, and under a previous order of
the House, the following Members are
recognized for 5 minutes each.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio [Ms. KAPTUR] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. EHLERS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. EHLERS addressed the House.
HIS remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
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IN OPPOSITION TO FRANCE’S RE-
SUMPTION OF NUCLEAR TEST-
ING IN THE SOUTH PACIFIC

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from American Samoa [Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA] is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
as a Member from the Pacific Islands, I
rise again in strong protest of France’s
decision to resume detonating nuclear
bombs in the South Pacific on French
Polynesia’s Moruroa Atoll.

French President Jacques Chirac
claims that the eight atomic bomb ex-
plosions planned—about one a month
between this September and next
May—are completely safe to the envi-
ronment. I am not persuaded.

The people of the Pacific know from
firsthand experience the horrors associ-
ated with nuclear bomb explosions and
testing. As an American, I am not
proud of the legacy of the United
States testing program of the 1940’s,
the 1950’s, and the 1960’s on Bikini and
Rongelap Atolls in the Marshall Is-
lands. Even now, a half-century later,
that bitter legacy is still being felt in
the Marshall Islands.

In particular, I have long believed
that when the United States detonated
the ‘‘Bravo Shot’’ on Bikini Atoll—a
15-megaton thermonuclear bomb, a
1,000 times more powerful than the Hir-
oshima bomb—the Marshall Islanders
residing on nearby Rongelap and Utirik
Atolls were deemed expendable. These
Pacific islanders justifiably believe
they were used as ‘‘guinea pigs’’ and
test subjects for nuclear radiation ex-
periments conducted by our Nation.
People there have not forgotten memo-
ries of the offspring of Pacific islander
women infected by radiation from the
nuclear explosions—where babies were
born dead and didn’t look human and
were sometimes called ‘‘jelly babies.’’

Although our country, decades ago,
stopped its nuclear testing in the Pa-
cific, our Nation is still mired in the
process of facing responsibility and
making financial reparations for the
devastating impact that our nuclear
bomb explosions had on the Pacific
people of the Marshall islands.

France has detonated over 200 nu-
clear bombs already, with almost all of
those nuclear explosions taking place
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in the South Pacific. After sustaining
the incomprehensible destructive en-
ergy unleashed by these bombs, French
Polynesia’s Moruroa Atoll has been de-
scribed by scientific researchers as a
‘‘Swiss cheese of fractured rock.’’
Leakage of radioactive waste from the
underground test sites to the surround-
ing waters and air has been predicted
and is inevitable; this embodies the en-
vironmental nightmare that the people
of the South Pacific have long dreaded.

According to the international physi-
cians for the prevention of nuclear war,
underground nuclear tests, such as
those at Moruroa Atoll, cause radio-
activity to leak out into the sea and
reach human beings through the food
chain. Previous nuclear explosives in
the South Pacific have resulted in a
number of epidemic-like outbreaks in
surrounding communities, where symp-
toms included damage to the nervous
system, paralysis, impaired vision,
nausea and diarrhoea. I do not find it
surprising that reports of increased
cancer rates among Tahitians have sur-
faced. The damage to the marine envi-
ronment can only be imagined.

Political leaders in French Polyne-
sia, including French Polynesia’s
President Gaston Flosse, have reg-
istered strong objection to resume nu-
clear testing in their homeland. A hos-
tile reaction from the Tahitian public
is generating and efforts to discourage
violence are being undertaken. Under-
standably, the people of French Poly-
nesia are greatly disturbed by the re-
birth of the nuclear monster in their
midst and the nuclear poison to be
spawned.

I and many other Pacific islanders
have the greatest respect for French
oceanographer Jacques-Yves Cousteau,
who over the years came to the shores
of many South Pacific islands for re-
search and while there gained a special
sensitivity for the pacific lifestyle and
our vital dependence on the sea.
Jacques Cousteau, in my mind, is the
leading international spokesman for
protection of the environment and con-
servation of all forms of marine life.

I am gratified to learn that Jacques
Cousteau has condemned his Govern-
ment’s decision to resume exploding
nuclear bombs in the South Pacific. In
a statement from Paris, Cousteau stat-
ed his regret that France has given in
to outdated arguments, as great wars
are of the past. Cousteau declared that
today’s wisdom makes it necessary to
outlaw atomic arms.

With French opinion polls document-
ing Jacques Cousteau as the leading
popular figure in France, I would urge
him to take up the fight with the good
people of France to stop their Govern-
ment’s resumption of nuclear bomb
detonations in French Polynesia.
Jacques Cousteau, perhaps more than
anyone else, has a unique and keen ap-
preciation of how nuclear bomb explo-
sions constitute the ultimate rape of
the South Pacific’s fragile marine envi-
ronment.
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Mr. Speaker, I say to the good people
of France, your Government has al-
ready exploded over 200 nuclear bombs
and yet it seeks to further pollute the
South Pacific with eight more nuclear
bomb detonations. With the world mov-
ing toward agreement that nuclear
weapons should be outlawed, France’s
action encourages the exact opposite.
By dismissing criticism of additional
tests with the excuse that France has
tested less than other nuclear powers,
France opens a Pandora’s box that may
undermine negotiation of a comprehen-
sive test ban treaty. This also leaves
the door open to justify China’s nu-
clear testing program and the fact that
China has only tested 34 nuclear deto-
nations, so by this reason let us allow
China to test 174 times or explode 174
more nuclear bombs, and then in addi-
tion to that let us allow China to ex-
plode 900 more nuclear bombs to catch
up with the United States.

What madness, Mr. Speaker. What
madness.

Mr. Speaker, I submit for the RECORD
the following article:

[From the New York Times, Mar. 21, 1995]
CHIRAC, THE OLD NEO-GAULLIST, IN THE LEAD

(By Craig R. Whitney)
TOURS, FRANCE, March 21.—Jacques Chirac,

the Mayor of Paris, who has run for the
French presidency and lost twice, now looks
set to win on his third attempt, unless every
public opinion poll is wrong or some surprise
turns up before the runoff on May 7.

Mr. Chirac surged past his fellow conserv-
ative, Prime Minister Édouard Balladur, a
month ago to become the favorite to succeed
President François Mitterrand, a Socialist,
who has been in office 14 years.

How Mr. Chirac, a 62-year-old conservative
politician, has managed to make himself the
image of change incarnate is the phenome-
non of the 1995 presidential campaign.

His supporters say he has done it by pa-
tiently cultivating the grass roots since the
summer of 1993 and listening hard to what
voters say they want. With unemployment
stuck at over 12 percent and French indus-
tries struggling under the burdens of an ex-
pansive welfare state, what many voters
want is change, and Mr. Chirac has con-
vinced a lot of them that he can deliver.

Although himself a graduate of the elite
School of National Administration, Mr.
Chirac says he wants to free France from
technocrats and restore the egalitarian val-
ues that have given the country vitality for
200 years. He has promised job creation by
making it less costly for businesses to hire
new employees.

By now, Mr. Chirac is greeted by big
crowds wherever he goes. Five thousands
people—students and pensioners, farmers and
workers—packed a fairgrounds hall outside
Tours on Tuesday night to hear him explain
how he would restore hope and unity to a
country that he says is troubled by a lack of
self-confidence.

‘‘What I expect from him if he wins is a big
reduction in unemployment,’’ said Jean-
Charles Paronnaud, a 28-year-old unem-
ployed supermarket clerk.

Another supporter, Marie-Jeanne Avril,
said: ‘‘I’m here because I’m an old Gaullist.
For 45 years I’ve been voting for the general,
even though he left us long ago, and this
time I’ll vote for Chirac.’’

Mr. Chirac founded his and Mr. Balladur’s
party, Rally for the Republic, in 1976 to per-

petuate the legacy of President Charles de
Gaulle, the founder of the Fifth Republic. He
often shares the general’s stubborn vision of
France’s destiny in a Europe of proudly sepa-
rate countries rather than as part of a fed-
eral United States of Europe.

Given France’s economic and financial
problems, if he does win this spring Mr.
Chirac may also need de Gaulle’s ability to
convince people that he knows what they
want and then to carry through on it, wheth-
er they like it or not.

’’Politicians all make promises, but this is
the first time I’ve met one who actually
seemed interested in listening to me,’’ said
Jacques Maurice, a 47-year-old homeless man
from Pithiviers whom Mr. Chirac met on the
way to Tours. ‘‘He’ll get my vote,’’ Mr. Mau-
rice said.

Part of Mr. Chirac’s appeal has been that,
unlike the stiff Mr. Balladur, Mr. Chirac
seems to enjoy rubbing elbows with voters
and to be at ease with himself. On his cam-
paign tour, he wore a dark green top coat
over his suit, and his slicked-back hair
looked almost as much in need of a trim as
Mr. Maurice’s.

But Mr. Chirac’s personal image is care-
fully thought out, as is the impassioned de-
livery of his campaign speech—a crooning
baritone that always recites a prepared text.
Nonetheless, his hourlong stump speech here
was often drowned out by cheers. ‘‘I refuse
the idea that one France, more and more
people all the time, is doomed to be left be-
hind while the other is more and more heav-
ily taxed to come to its aid with welfare in-
stead of jobs,’’ he told the crowd. ‘‘We have
to break this vicious circle.’’

Audiences have also taken to his pro-Main
Street, anti-Wall Street style. Capital should
be at the service of the people it employs, he
tells them, not parked in high-yield bonds.

More and more people are obviously con-
vinced that he has the right answers. Two
public opinion polls published on Tuesday
showed Mr. Chirac pulling farther ahead of
both his Socialist opponent, Lionel Jospin,
and Mr. Balladur.

With at least four other candidates ex-
pected to be in the race, Mr. Chirac could
win about 29 percent of the vote in the elec-
tion’s first round on April 23, the two sur-
veys indicated, with as much as 22 percent
for Mr. Jospin and 17 percent for the Prime
Minister. A poll for the weekly magazine Ex-
press showed Mr. Chirac could handily defeat
either candidate in the runoff between the
two top vote-getters on May 7.

Though he served as Prime Minister under
Mr. Mitterrand between 1986 and 1988, Mr.
Chirac seldom mentions him by name. He
ran against Mr. Mitterrand in 1988 for the
presidency, and lost.

When the conservatives won the par-
liamentary elections in March 1993, Mr.
Chirac chose to stay in city hall and let Mr.
Balladur find out the hard way what it was
like to be Prime Minister and run for Presi-
dent at the same time.

If he has been vindicated by that choice,
Mr. Chirac also has some things to live
down. One of them is what critics character-
ized as a chauvinist appeal to the nation
made at the end of 1978, when he called for a
disavowal of Mr. Giscard d’Estaing’s pro-Eu-
ropean policies, and spoke darkly of the
menace of ‘‘the foreigners’ party.’’ Ever
since, some politicians in Germany have
questioned what relations with France would
be like if Mr. Chirac became President.

German prowess remains very much on Mr.
Chirac’s mind. Speaking of the possibility of
establishing a common European currency
by the end of the decade, Mr. Chirac said he
might call for a referendum to be sure
France wanted to merge the franc with the
German mark and other bills.
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‘‘The core of the problem, as General de

Gaulle often said, is not whether we surren-
der this or that bit of sovereignty, but
whether we do so on the same terms as Ger-
many does,’’ he said.

f

WE NEED ANSWERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FOLEY). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from New Jersey
[Mr. SAXTON] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
with some reluctance, but with some
determination, to raise some questions
about a very serious matter that oc-
curred a short time ago. Together with
Captain O’Grady we all thank God
upon his return. It was, in fact, a mir-
acle that he has been returned to us
seemingly unharmed, and for that we
are all very, very grateful, but I think
some questions need to be asked about
the circumstances under which Captain
O’Grady had found himself in the air
within the range of a SAM SA–6 mis-
sile.

In reviewing some news reports and
some quotes of some individuals re-
cently, I was prompted to go back to a
report that the House Republican task
force on terrorism and unconventional
warfare issued in June of 1993 about is-
sues related to this subject. In that
month we issued a report, and I would
like to read a part of it because it has
a direct bearing on this issue.

Part of the report says the Serbian
forces operate four SAM regiments,
with the main concentration of Serb
air defenses around the Banja Luka Air
Base, including one SA–2 regiment, one
battery of SA–6’s, and one battery of
old triple-A antiaircraft weaponry.
Now this Banja Luka Air Base also has
a facility located on it that repairs and
upgrades SA–6 missiles. This was all
confirmed in June of 1994 by a well-re-
spected defense publication known as
Jane’s Defense Weekly when they con-
firmed all of the information we had in
1993. Unfortunately for us, I think, on
June 2 General Shalikashvili, in being
interviewed by the Senate Armed Serv-
ices Committee, said, and I quote:

‘‘We had absolutely no intelligence
that Serb SAM’s were in the area. For
months,’’ he said, ‘‘if not for years,
there had never been detected an air
defense site in that area,’’ and he said
the words ‘‘Banja Luka.’’

So I have very serious concerns about
the fact that we knew this 3 years ago,
that Jane’s Defense Weekly reported it
in 1994, and our top officials at the Pen-
tagon seemingly had no idea that this
in fact was the case, and so I think it
raises some very, very important ques-
tions.

We read in the other news report
more recently, June 13, after we re-
leased our report from 1993 just re-
cently to the press, and that was re-
ported that Ken Bacon, spokesman at
the Pentagon, said at that time, ‘‘Fi-
nally, we were well aware of the Banja
Luka facility where the Bosnian Serbs

repair and maintain surface-to-air mis-
sile systems. The F–16 that Captain
O’Grady was flying on June 2 was shot
down outside of the area known as the
threat envelope of the Banja Luka
SAMs.’’

Now the F–16, as far as I can deter-
mine from news reports and from other
information that we have been able to
gather, was shot down less than 40 kilo-
meters from Banja Luka. It is impor-
tant to know that these SA–6’s are
track-mounted vehicles along with a
second track-mounted vehicle which
carries the radar which integrates into
the system, travels 30 or 40 miles per
hour, and so certainly it should have
been considered, in my opinion, within
the envelope that short distance from
Banja Luka, and it seems to me that
anyone making plans to carry out
these missions should have taken that
into consideration.

So I think this raises at least three
questions, maybe more:

No. 1, what intelligence did the field
commanders have at their disposal
while making these very, very impor-
tant and life-threatening decisions?

No. 2, what were the operational poli-
cies, and where were they made? What
were the operational policies?

Our information is that there were 2
F–16’s, and normally, if there is a
threat of surface-to-air missiles, there
are five aircraft, including radar jam-
ming aircraft. I believe F–4’s, known as
Wild Weasels, would normally accom-
pany our F–16’s on these types of mis-
sions to guard against the type of
events that actually happened.

No. 3, was it not reasonable to as-
sume that Banja Luka, less than 40 kil-
ometers away, was in fact part of the
dangerous envelope into which these
airplanes were flying?

So I would just conclude, Mr. Speak-
er, by saying this:

In 1993 we were able to gain informa-
tion that said this was a danger. Jane’s
Weekly reported in 1994 that this was a
danger. Captain O’Grady was shot down
proving that it was a danger, and we
planned and carried out the mission
anyway.

I would like answers to those ques-
tions. I have requested the same. I have
requested Chairman SPENCE to hold
hearings on this issue. I would like to
know who is making these decisions,
and where they are being made, and
under what circumstances they are
being made. We have other pilots, sol-
diers and sailors to think about. I be-
lieve this is a very serious issue.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. OWENS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. OWENS addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

CORRECTIONAL PEACE OFFICERS
MEMORIAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. DOO-
LITTLE] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, today I at-
tended the annual memorial service held at
the Iwo Jima Memorial in Arlington, VA spon-
sored by the Correctional Peace Officers
Foundation, Inc., as part of National Correc-
tional Peace Officers Memorial Week. This
service was held to commemorate the sac-
rifice of those correctional peace officers who
died in the line of duty and to honor their fami-
lies. I should like to submit for the RECORD the
names of those individuals honored, together
with the circumstances surrounding the indi-
viduals’ deaths.

Inspector Stephen Stewart, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Huntsville, Texas.
Killed on January 7, 1994. Surviving: Wife,
Debbie Stewart and three children, Clay-
ton—age 22, Casey—age 21, and David—age
111⁄2. Mr. Stewart was a Correctional Officer
prior to promoting to Inspector. While trans-
porting an inmate work crew, his vehicle
spun out in gravel overturning the vehicle.
Inspector Steward was killed at the site.

Group Supervisor Arnold Garcia, Los An-
geles County Probation Department, Doro-
thy Cirby Center Residential Facility, Dow-
ney, California. Killed on April 4, 1994. Sur-
viving: Wife, Alma Garcia and four children,
Christian—age 15, Fatima—age 11, Joseph—
age 8, and Anthony—age 2. Supervisor Garcia
was struck in the head with a desk leg and
beaten to death by two wards who attacked
him during the graveyard shift in the dor-
mitory housing unit. The two wards were ap-
prehended in a railroad yard trying to leave
the area.

Correctional Officer Dennis Stemen, Allen
Correctional Institution, Ohio Department of
Corrections, Lima, Ohio. Killed on July 5,
1994. Surviving: Wife, Patty Stemen and four
children, Elizabeth—age 91⁄2, Johah—age 71⁄2,
Jordan—age 5, and Bethany—age 3. Officer
Stemen was killed following a transpor-
tation detail of an inmate to a hospital for
treatment. After dropping off the inmate at
the hospital some hours from his institution,
he and another correctional officer were
asked to stay and work due to a shortage of
correctional officers at the hospital. Later,
they started the long drive back to their fa-
cility when the vehicle they were driving left
the road causing Officer Stemen’s death. He
was killed when he was ejected from the
State van.

Correctional Sergeant Marc Perse, Colo-
rado Territorial Correctional Facility, Colo-
rado Department of Correction, Canon City,
Colorado. Killed on August 15, 1994. Surviv-
ing: Wife, Pam Perse. While a member of the
S.O.R.T. TEAM, Sgt. Perse was killed during
a rappelling training exercise which required
him to rappel down a 90 foot tower. Sergeant
Perse was killed when his equipment failed.

Warden Charles Farquhar and wife Doris
Farquhar, State Cattle Ranch, Alabama De-
partment of Corrections, Greensboro, Ala-
bama. Killed on October 23, 1994. Surviving:
Son Robbie and his wife Nita, and two grand-
children, Drew—age 11, and Charlie—age 5.
Warden Farquhar and his wife Doris were as-
saulted by trustee inmates at the State Cat-
tle Ranch, beaten to death and then burned
in their house. Several inmates were also
killed trying to come to the Farquhar’s aid.

Correctional Officer Louis Perrine, Powder
River Correctional Facility, Oregon Depart-
ment of Corrections. Killed on November 17,
1994. Surviving: Wife, Marilyn and three chil-
dren, Steven—age 29, Anthony—age 27, and
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